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DETAILED ACTION 



Double Patenting 

1. The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a 
judicially created doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy 
reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the unjustified or 
improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by 
a patent and to prevent possible harassment by multiple 
assignees. A nonstatutory obviousness-type double patenting 
rejection is appropriate where the conflicting claims are not 
identical, but at least one examined application claim is not 
patentably distinct from the reference claim (s) because the 
examined application claim is either anticipated by, or would 
have been obvious over, the reference claim(s). See, e.g., In re 
Berg, 140 F.3d 1428, 46 USPQ2d 1226 (Fed. Cir. 1998); In re 
Goodman, 11 F.3d 1046, 29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re 
Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van 
Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, 422 
F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970); and In re Thorington, 418 
F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 
CFR 1.321(c) or 1.321(d) may be used to overcome an actual or 
provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory double patenting 
ground provided the conflicting application or patent either is 
shown to be commonly owned with this application, or claims an 
invention made as a result of activities undertaken within the 
scope of a joint research agreement. 

Effective January 1, 1994, a registered attorney or agent 
of record may sign a terminal disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer 
signed by the assignee must fully comply with 37 CFR 3.73(b). 



2. Claim 1-12 are provisionally rejected on the grounds of 
nonstatutory obviousness-type double patenting 1 as being 
unpatentable over claims 1-13 of copending Application No. 
10/809,629. Although the conflicting claims are not identical, 
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they are not patentably distinct from each other because the 
claims 1-12 of the present application are similar in scope to 
the claims of the copending case. More specifically, similar to 
claims 1 and 10 of the present application, the copending case 
claims an application for monitoring a call in a 
telecommunications network in compliance with a governmental 
regulation, comprising: an application for executing commands 
that effect the governmental regulation for monitoring the call; 
and a primary rate (PRI) coupled to the application for 
redirecting calls to be monitored in compliance with the 
governmental regulation. As a result, claims 1 and 10 of the 
present application are clearly covered by the claims of the 
copending application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs 
of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in- 

(1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another 
filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for 
patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty 
defined in section 351 (a) shall have the effect under this subsection of a 
national application published under section 122 (b) only if the 
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international application designating the United States was published under 
Article 21(2) (a) of such treaty in the English language; or 
(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that 
a patent shall not be deemed filed in the United States for the purposes of 
this subsection based on the filing of an international application filed 
under the treaty defined in section 351 (a) . 

4. Claims 1, 3-6, 8-10 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
102(e) as being anticipated by Kampmeier et al, U.S. Patent No. 
6,728,338 (hereinafter Kampmeier). 

Regarding claim 1, Kampmeier discloses an apparatus for 
effecting a governmental regulation (from column 1, see lines 
36-40 and lines 50-52) for monitoring a call in a 
telecommunications network, comprising: 

an application for executing commands that effect the 
governmental regulation (see line 65 of column 2 through line 12 
of column 3) ; 

a primary rate interface (PRI) coupled to the application 
for redirecting calls to be monitored according to the 
governmental regulation (see lines 13 through 21 of column 3) ; 
and 

a telephony protocol encapsulating the PRI for transporting 
signals relating to the call over a packetized network (see 
lines 25 through 35 of column 1) . 



Regarding claim 3, see column 1. 
Regarding claim 4, see column 3. 
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Regarding claim 5, see column 5. 
Regarding claim 6, see column 5. 

Regarding claim 8, see column 1. 
Regarding claim 9, see column 1. 

Claim 10 is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1. 
Claim 12 is rejected for the same reasons as claim 3. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kampmeier in view of Albers et al . U.S. Patent 
No. 6,229,887 (hereinafter Albers). 

Regarding claim 7, Kampmeier does not teach a Service 
Control Point that determines whether a particular call is to be 
regulated. At any rate, Albers discloses this feature (see 
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column 8) . And so, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
Kampmeier with a Service Control Point of Albers . This 
modification would have improved the system' s convenience by 
making it easier to introduce new services on the network. 

7. Claims 2 and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Kampmeier in view of Dantu et al, U.S. 
Patent No. 7,006,433 (hereinafter Dantu). 

Regarding claim 2, nowhere does Kampmeier disclose that the 
telephony protocol is SIGTRAN. Even so, Dantu discloses this 
limitation (see column 6) . Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Kampmeier wherein the telephony protocol is 
SIGTRAN as taught by Dantu. This modification would have 
improved the system's flexibility by making it possible to 
provision a host of advanced services in both wireless and 
wireline telecommunication networks as suggested by Dantu (see 
column 1) . 

Claim 11 is rejected for the same reasons as claim 2. 
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Conclusion 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Olisa 
Anwah whose telephone number is 571-272-7533. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Monday to Friday from 8.30 AM to 6 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Fan Tsang can be 
reached on 571-272-7547. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned 
are 571-273-8300 for regular communications and 571-273-8300 for 
After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status 
of this application or proceeding should be directed to the 
receptionist whose telephone number is 571-272-2600. 

Olisa Anwah 
Patent Examiner 
June 1, 2008 



/Olisa Anwah/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2614 



